LIMITATION OF APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF THE 
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT 








HEARING se 
BEFORE THE RFANING ROOM 

SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE 
ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY 
ACT AND OTHER INTERNAL SECURITY LAWS 


OF THD 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
UNITED STATES SENATE 


EIGHTY-FIFTH CONGRESS 


SECOND SESSION 
ON 


S. 2646 


APPENDIX IV TO PART 2 
A STUDY ENTITLED “THE SUPREME COURT AS AN IN- 
STRUMENT OF GLOBAL CONQUEST” BY SPX RESEARCH 
ASSOCIATES AND SUBMITTED TO THE INTERNAL SECU- 
RITY SUBCOMMITTEE IN CONNECTION WITH ITS 
HEARINGS ON 8. 2646 
NOTE.—APPENDIXES I, II, AND III ARE PUBLISHED IN 
THE HEARING VOLUME 


FEBRUARY 19-21, 25-28, MARCH 3, 4, 1958 
Printed for the use of the Committee on the Judiciary 


os 


UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICD 
WASHINGTON : 1958 








COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
JAMES O. EASTLAND, Mississippi, Chairman 


ESTES KEFAUVER, Tennessee ALEXANDER WILEY, Wisconsin 

OLIN D. JOHNSTON, South Carolina WILLIAM LANGER, North Dakota 
THOMAS C. HENNINGS, Jr., Missouri WILLIAM E. JENNER, Indiana 

JOHN L. McCLELLAN, Arkansas ARTHUR V. WATKINS, Utah 

JOSEPH C. O’MAHONEY, Wyoming EVERETT McKINLEY DIRKSEN, Lllinois 
SAM J. ERVIN, Jr., North Carolina JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, Maryland 
JOHN A. CARROLL, Colorado ROMAN L. HRUSKA, Nebraska 


SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL SECURITY 
ACT AND OTHER INTERNAL SEcurITY LAWS 


JAMES O. EASTLAND, Mississippi, Chairman 


OLIN D. JOHNSTON, South Carolina WILLIAM E. JENNER, Indiana 
JOHN L. McCLELLAN, Arkansas ARTHUR V. WATKINS, Utah 


SAM J. ERVIN, JR., North Carolina JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER, Maryland 
— —__— ROMAN L. HRUSKA, Nebraska 
J. G. SOURWINE, Chief Counsel 
BENJAMIN MANDEL, Director of Research 


II 





JEPOSITED BY [HE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 


LIMITATION OF APPELLATE JURISDICTION OF THE 
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT 


APPENDIX IV 


THE SUPREME COURT AS AN INSTRUMENT OF GLOBAL CONQUEST 
I. INTRODUCTION 


j The United States Supreme Court as an instrument of the Communist global 
conquest is a concept abhorrent to loyal Americans. 

Yet the situation, the documented record, and the Supreme Court’s peculiar 
constitutional capabilities made this study inevitable in the earliest days of 
paralysis as principle of Soviet global warfare. Primary phases of the study 
were undertaken 12 years before the introduction of Senate bill 2646. 

Since 1945 standing and special committees of both Houses of the Congress 
have adduced an overwhelming bulk of evidential material describing : 

(a) How departments of the executive branch in this and other free govern- 
ments have been, are, and may be employed, however unwittingly, for inter- 
mediate objectives of the Communist global conquest. 

(b) How even the process of the legislative branch in free governments 
may be used to paralyze persons, agencies, and operations threatening Com- 
munist objectives. 

(c) How international communism, in coordinated global pressure patterns, 
attains its objectives through the very agencies and institutions of free govern- 
ments marked for destruction, if, as, and/or when the Communist global con- 
quest should become fait accompli. 

As shown in subsequent sections of this study, it would be dangerous to 
assume that the United States Supreme Court is more immune to the pressures 
and techniques of the new warfare than are the executive and legislative 
branches of the American Government. 

The situation and record suggest the opposite. 


II. Scope 


This study is concerned with the application of paralysis as a principle of 
Soviet global warfare, within the American governmental structure, through the 
United States Supreme Court. 

We shall leave questions of law to the lawyers and constitutional matters to 
the constitutional experts. This study deals with the role of the Supreme 
| Court in the war we are losing. It is predicated on documented facts, not all 

of them palatable. 

For the purpose of this study, the loyalty, patriotism, and good intent of the 
members of the Court, as measured by their own standards of mental integrity, 
and within their individual intellectual limitations, are assumed. But: 

Cumulative record of the Communist global conquest through paralysis dem- 
onstrates that the one realistic standard for measuring activities related to the 
destruction of free governments by international communism is the so-called 
Stalin standard, ennunciated by Premier Joseph Stalin at Moscow, February 
9, 1946, in his discussion of the forces in the “new war”: 

“The only difference between them is that some belong to the party, cthers 
do not. But that is a formal difference. The important thing is that both are 
furthering the same common cause” (H. Doc. 619, 80th Cong., 2d sess., p. 178). 


III. QuEsTIoNs To BE ANSWERED 


In the interests of brevity this study seeks documented answers to these 
questions: 
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1. Does the global record of the Communist conquest by paralysis suggest the 
United States Supreme Court, by reason of function and character, as a likely 
fulcrum for pressure operations to paralyze anti-Communist forces in the 
American Government? 

2. Do Supreme Court patterns fall within the established pressure patterns 
of the Communist global conquest by paralysis? 

8. Do pronouncements of the United States Supreme Court reflect awareness 
of the nature, record, and techniques of the Communist global conquest? 

4. Do recent decisions of the Court follow preestablished Communist line 
and contentions? 

5. Have decisions of the Supreme Court assumed a pattern of aid and comfort 
for the enemy? 

6. What is the practical effect of the Court’s pattern of decision on the Ameri- 
can will to resist? 

For effective answers to these questions let us first consider: (@) the global 
situation, (b) the enemy, (c) paralysis as the essential element of Communist 
global conquest, (d) the standard pressure areas of paralysis as a principle of 
global warfare, and (e) enemy objectives—all with relation to the security and 
integrity of the American Government, and the effects of recent Supreme Court 
decisions thereon. 

IV. SrruaTION 


For 15 years the free world has watched, helplessly, a costly global demonstra- 
tion of the Clausewitz conclusion in chapter 2, book II of Vom Kriege: “The 
conduct of war has * * * no fixed limitations in any recognized direction.” 

For 15 years we have ignored the basic truth of Sun Tzu’s 2,000-year-old 
warning: “Supreme excellence consists in breaking the enemy’s resistance with- 
out fighting.” 

That is what our global enemy has been doing to us. 

Cumulative situation maps of those 15 years show that, as of this date, Com- 
mnuist imperialism, variously camouflaged— 

1. Has conquered more than a quarter of the earth’s surface. 

2. Has enslaved nearly half the planet’s peoples. 

3. Has taken over more lands, peoples, developed and undeveloped resources 
than all the conquerors of history combined. 

4. Has done all these things without losses in land, sea, or air. 

5. Still retains insidious offensive in unconventional warfare against which the 
free world, lacking concept in vital government areas, has no adequate plan or 
effective method of defense. 

6. Threatens, interdicts, or flanks vital communications lines and economic 
arteries of the free world. 

This situation, unparalleled in military history, is not a product of conven- 
tional warfare. 

It results from unopposed enemy activation and application of paralysis as 
the 10th principle of warfare. 

For convenience we call it SPX—Soviet principle 10. 

Paralysis is the essential element of the Communist global conquest. 

In service and out, our research unit has been documenting and analyzing the 
application of SPX as a principle of warfare since we observed its first activa- 
tion in China, in 1943. 

V. THE ENEMY 


War’s first axiom is “Know your enemy.” 

Our enemy is not Germany or Japan. He is not the British, or the frontier 
Indians—or even the South, as one might suspect from current massive pressure 
operations on the American people through the courts, the press, TV, and radio. 

The enemy is imperialist communism—in whatever form. 

That is by his own say-so; by his record; by plain logic; by his very nature 
and the nature of his objective. 

pot ranking agents like Col. Vladimir Petrov have spelled out the enemy’s 
attitude: 

“The Soviet Union, alone of the Great Powers, regards itself as being in a 
continuous state of covert warfare with the whole world outside the borders of 
the Communist empire.” 

Corroboration comes from thousands of pages of official investigations by the 
United States, Britain, Australia, and Canada in which the witnesses were 
former enemy officers. 
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Equally accurate is Gen. James A. Van Fleet’s estimate of enemy objectives 
and operations: 

“Soviet Russia intends to build one world of Communist states through a 
worldwide program of unconventional warfare.” 

The enemy has been identified as such by Churchill, MacArthur, Wedemeyer, 
Clark, Stratemeyer, Almond, Cooke, Chennault. 

The enemy, his strategy and his objectives, have been proclaimed and spelled 
out by Lenin, Stalin, Manuilsky, Beria, Kaganovich, Molotov, Shepilov, Seminov, 
Zaroubin, Bulganin, and Khrushchev. 

This massive bulk of official evidential material, available to all, as opposed 
to the Court’s recent record of pro-Communist decisions, raises an alarming 
possibility and suggests a vital avenue of inquiry, collateral to question 3 and 
question 5 as previously stated in section III of this study : 

In ignoring this mass of officially adduced fact, might the Court also be 
persuaded to ignore the basic law of survival by paralyzing specific legislation 
concerning its powers, or even paralyzing the national defense machinery which 
would be set in motion by a declaration by Congress pursuant to article 1.8.11 of 
the Constitution? 

Examination of this question is commended to the Congress, which alone has 
the constitutional power to inquire into it (art. III.2.2). 


VI. His War 


This total war we have been documenting for 15 years goes far beyond the 
concept of Ludendorff’s Totale Kriege. 

It is not a cold war. 

It is the hottest war in all human history—most dangerous. 

“Cold war” is a dangerous amorphism. 

As long as we carelessly accept and use enemy semantics, definitions, and 
trick labels like “cold war,” “peace,” “peaceful coexistence,’ and “neutralism,” 
we will continue to lose; he will continue to win. 

His very revision of the ultimate objective tips the mitt on why warfare by 
feralysis has been successful: “The ultimate objective of warfare is now the 

estruction of enemy will to resist in advance of perceptible hostilities.” 

By paralytic pressures exerted (a@) through various branches of the govern- 
ments of erstwhile target free nations and (bv) through the governments of 
non-Communist nations friendly to them, he has effected the total conquest of 
China, Tibet, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Lithuania, Estonia, Latvia, Hungary, 
Rumania, Bulgaria, and East Germany. 

By the same principle of warfare and the same standard pressure patterns 
he has effected practical partial conquest of Vietnam, Indonesia, Korea, Egypt, 
and Syria. 

The principle of paralysis, not to be confused with the tactic of interdiction, is 
the essential element of the Communist global conquest. 

As such it has produced a warfare more lethal than any the race has known. 


VII. PARALysIS 


Like other principles of warfare, paralysis is a condition. 

It is achieved by pressure. 

Enemy pressures are applied in 13 standard areas. 

The 10th principle’s primary capability is the transient, partial, or total 
paralysis of any agency, force, movement, individual, or government that 
threatens the Communist global conquest. 

Paralysis may be intensified, relaxed, suspended, or renewed, as required, 
by isolated or coordinated pressure operations in any one or more of its 
standard pressure areas. 

Paralysis is the most flexible of all the principles of war. 

Unhampered by terrain or logistics, it achieves the essence of simplicity 
in all Communist global operations. 

Its operations are the easiest and least expensive, whether on local, regional, 
or global fronts—strategic or tactical. 

As General O’Daniel testified, concerning Kremlin’s current campaign for 
control of our Pacific frontier, global communism employs all the standard 
nine principles. 

The documented official record of the past 15 years shows how paralysis ex- 
pands and enhances the capabilities of the old nine. It insures the ultimate 
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in economy of force, surprise, mass, cooperation, the initiative and movement. 

In addition it has a special capability in the area of government far beyond 
the nine. 

Without the catalyst of paralysis the old nine could be employed only against 
an enemy. 

Paralysis has the special capability of achieving Communist global objec- 
tives like the conquest of China, American defeat in Korea, status quo of the 
slave states, control of the Suez Canal, encirclement of the Panama Canal, dis- 
ruption of NATO, and rehabilitation of Communist shock forces in America 
by multiple pressures on and through the very agencies and institutions of free 
governments which are marked for destruction if, as, and when the Communist 
global conquest should become fait accompli. 

Records of this and other free governments (particularly the records of the 
American Congress as represented by various committees since the activation 
of paralysis as the essential element of Communist global conquest) offer a 
mass of documented evidence on how this special capability has been employed : 

1. Through free governments to paralyze anti-Communist activities, opera- 
tions, and positions of friendly governments (such as China). 

2. Through one or more agencies of free government to paralyze the anti- 
Communist activities of another agency of the same government, as in the 
current American area VII situation considered by Senate bill 2646. 

3. Through an agency or agencies of free government to paralyze anti-Com- 
munist activity of individuals or forces of the same or Allied governments, 
as in the so-called Operation Abolition documented by the House Un-American 
Activities Committee publication under that title, August 11, 1957. 

Detailed staff studies of pattern variations in specific cases of paralysis of 
agencies and/or individuals of free governments through agencies and/or individ- 
uals of free governments are available to the Congress and/or its committees. 


VIII. STANDARD PRESSURE AREAS 


For 15 years of unchecked conquest, the enemy has used SPX with its 
special capability, in pressured operations through as well as operations against, 
in all of its standard pressure areas. Of these, six starred (*) are of special 
interest in this staff study. 

At least 1 volume for each pressure area, and 5 for area VII would be required 
to translate and document those operations since 1943. 

The documented standard pressure areas are: 


I. Agriculture 
II. Arts and culture 
III. Science* 
IV. Information media :* 
Press 
Radio 
Television 
Films 
Magazines 
Pamphlets 
Organs 
Advertising 
VY. Education* 
VI. Finance 
VII. Government :* 
Executive 
Legislative 
Judiciary 
VIII. Economics ; from planning and production to market 
IX. Labor* 
X. Law* 
XI. Medicine ; all fields, including psychiatry. 
XII. The Armed Forces 
XIII. Religion 


The United Nations is included in area VII. 

Paralysis of MacArthur’s forces in Korea, the Korean truce disaster of 1953, 
and the 1956 paralysis of free world aid to Hungarian patriots furnish complete 
laboratory samples for study in this area. Record shows that, except through 
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the Supreme Court, the special capabilities of paralysis, as essential element 
of the Communist global conquest, are nowhere more effective than in and 
through U.N. 
Current SPX situation maps show : 
(a) Increasing VIII, IV, and V pressure in Latin America ; 
(b) IV, V, and VII pressure patterns around the Panama Canal ; 
(c) IV, V, and VII patterns on American bases abroad ; 
(d) 1, 1V, VIII, and IX flanking in Indonesia, Africa ; 
(e) VII in the United States per se, since April 1956, with particular 
reference to pressures on the legislative and executive areas, exerted through 
decisions of the United States Supreme Court. 


IX. OBSTACLES TO COMMUNIST CONQUEST 


From Lenin’s Blueprint for World Domination to Khrushchev’s blunt “We 
will bury you,” the completion of the Communist global conquest has been 
predicated on the fall of America, “last citadel of capitalism * * * like an 
overripe fruit,” without shooting war.* 

So the paralysis of the American Government (and the American will to 
resist), in advance of perceptible hostilities, is the specific ultimate objective 
of the Communist global conquest. 

And since the record shows area VII (government) is, in all operations of 
the Communist global conquest, the area of ultimate paralysis, so all the inter- 
mediate objectives in American area VII, which are steppingstones to that 
ultimate objective, have long been given target priorities, as shown by congres- 
sional documentation, Communist publications and pronouncements. 

Intermediate objectives in the American area of government have been pin- 
pointed by Moscow-controlled Communist publications, by Communist leader- 
ship, and by Communist-front organizations in the United States. Some are 
variants or subvariants of standard global pressure patterns with Comintern 
roots and Manifesto authority, only to the extent that special barriers to the 
Communist global conquest, not least of which is belief in God, having been natural 
outgrowths of American ideals, American constitutional processes, and Ameri- 
can standards. 

To what extent the United States Supreme Court, through recent decisions, 
has (in whatsoever degree of ignorance) aided enemy objectives may be gath- 
ered from perusal of the following list of documented enemy objectives in Ameri- 
can area VII. 

No opinion is involved here. It is a matter of record. 


X. INTERMEDIATE OBJECTIVES OF THE COMMUNIST GLOBAL CONQUEST IN AMERICAN 
AREA VII 


Enemy’s standing specific intermediate objectives in American area VII in- 
clude: 

1. Dissension and public disorder arising out of superinduced racial conflicts. 

2. Paralysis of States’ antisubversive processes. 

3. Paralysis of Federal antisubversive processes. 

4. Rehabilitation of Communist and pro-Communist leadership and agencies 
in the United States. 

5. Discreditation of Members of Congress and committees of Congress con- 
sidered dangerous to Communist aims. 

6. Political, economic, and/or professional destruction of effective opponents 
of communism, in public and/or private life. 

7. Discreditation of the Federal Bureau of Investigation and its Director, J. 
Edgar Hoover. 

8. Emasculation of immigration law provisions designed to prevent infiltra- 
tion, espionage, and sabotage. 

9. “Eventual extinction of the investigative powers of Congress in the field 
of subversive activities.” * 


10. “Creation of a general climate of opinion against the exposure and in- 
vestigation of subversion.” * 


1Lenin’s exact language: “First we will take eastern Europe, then the masses of Asia. 
Then we will surround America, the last citadel of capitalism. We shall not have to 
attack. She will fall into our lap like an overripe fruit.” 

> Language of the House Un-American Activities Committee paraphrase of Emergency 
Civil Liberties Committee in Operation Abolition, August 11, 1957, p. 2. 
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11. Increased interchange between the United States and Soviet on Soviet 
terms, at Soviet pleasure. 

12. Status quo concessions from the United States concerning Communist slave 
satellites. 

13. Softened American official attitude to facilitate reinfiltration and undis- 
turbed subversion in all American pressure areas with special emphasis on 
areas III, IV, V, VII, [X, X, and XII. 

14. Abandonment of NATO, SHATO, and Baghdad relationships. 

15. Abandonment of American bases abroad and withdrawal of American 
forces to Zone of Interior. 

16. American hands-off policy in the current Soviet campaign in the Caribbean 
area to interdict and internationalize the Panama Canal. 

17. Package peace agreement with the United States, including “coexistence” 
and “disarmament,” admission of Red China to the United Nations, abandon- 
ment of Nationalist China and the American Pacific frontier line. 

With this frame of reference in mind, and with special reference to the first 
10 objectives, short-form answers to the questions propounded in section III 
of this study are almost self-evident. 


XI. QuEsTion ONE 


Question. Does the global record of the Communist conquest by paralysis sug- 
gest the United States Supreme Court, by reason of function and character, a 
likely fulcrum for pressure operations to paralyze anti-Communist forces in the 
American Government. 

Answer. Affirmative. 

(a) What Thomas Jefferson called : “* * * the noiseless, and therefore unalarm- 
ing instrumentality of the Supreme Court” fits the pattern of: “destruction of 
the enemy will to resist in advance of perceptible hostilities.” 

(6) So does the Court’s peculiar paralytic capability. 

The power of the United States Supreme Court to paralyze, at a stroke, the 
antisubversive statutes, processes, and forces of 42 individual States, Alaska, 
and Hawaii, regardless of the constitutional reservations of State powers, and 
the expressed intent of Congress in the Smith Act,’ has been demonstrated by 
the virtual collapse of State antisubversion agencies since the April 2, 1956 
decision in Pennsylvania v. Nelson (350 U. S. 497). 

The same peculiar capability applied against investigations by the Congress 
and prosecutions by the executive branch through the June 17, 1957, decision in 
United States v. Watkins and related pro-Communist decisions of the same date 
has paralyzed Federal agencies and processes on a national scale, has increased 
Communist immunity for the indefinite future, and has freed for such action 
as may be directed by the Soviet high command 59 convicted, specially trained 
enemy field officers, dedicated to the destruction of the American Government 
of which the Court is a branch. 

(c) Only the Supreme Court, by virtue of its peculiar character, capabilities, 
and. functions could have achieved such an overturn of government without 
violence. 

XII. QuEsTION Two 


Question. Do Supreme Court patterns coincide with, or follow, established 
pressure patterns of the Communist global conquest by paralysis? 

Answer: Affirmative. 

Documented comparisons include: 

(a) Destruction of internal security from within (almost an invariable pre- 
requisite) has marked pressure patterns of every government overthrown by the 
Communist global conquest in the past 15 years. 

Of 10 cases bearing on internal security of the United States reviewed by the 
Court in the past 19 months, all 10 have been decided against enforcement of 
internal security laws and/or administrative regulations.‘ 


%’The Smith Act appears in title 18 of the United States Code, and section 3231 pro- 
vides: ‘Nothing in this title shall be held to take away or impair the jurisdiction of the 
courts of the several States under the laws thereof.’ ’—From the dissent of Justices Reed, 
Minton, and Burton in Nelson v. Pennsylvania. 

Communist Party v. Subversive Activities Control Board, Pennsylvania v. Nelson, 
Fourteen California Communists v. U. 8., Cole vy. Young, Service vy. Dulles, Slochower v. 
Board of Higher Education of N. Y., Sweezy v. New Hampshire, Konigsberg v. State Bar of 
California, Jencks v. United States, Watkins v. United States. 





LIMITATION OF APPELLATE JURISDICTION 1079 


(b) The element of paralysis, as noted in previous sections, is a common 
denominator of both patterns. 

(c) Factors of frequency and intensity in standard pressure areas of Commu- 
nist global conquest are strongest in culture, science, information, education, 
government, labor, law, and the armed forces prior to conquest. 

Patterns and records of the Court reflect intensity of Communist and pro- 
Communist pressure in all the areas, since 1948, as noted in section XIV. 

(d@) The established Court pattern falls within the “use-the-courts, use-the- 
judges, use-the-Constitution” formula of Communist global conquest enunciated 
by Lavrenti P. Beria to American students at Lenin University.® 

(e) Destruction of free governments at all levels is an essential element in the 
documented pattern of Communist global conquest. 

The peculiar Court pattern, crystallized by the Slochwer (V, VII), and the 
Nelson (VII) decisions, prompted former Associate Justice William F. Byrnes 
to note: 

“The Communists cannot destroy this Union of States as long as we have 48 
State governments which first must be destroyed. However, if they can make it 
impossible for the States to protect themselves they will make easier the task of 
destroying the United States.” ° 

(f) Even as the pattern of the Communist global conquest has no counterpart 
in military history, so the pattern of the Court since 1956 has no counterpart in 
the history of American jurisprudence. 

In its abandonment of stare decisis,’ the Court has overruled 36 cases of its 
own body of case law. That is 7 more than the 29 previous decisions of the 
Supreme Court overruled in the 142 years from 1789 to 1932.° 

(g) Voices and forces in American pressure areas II, IV, V, VII, IX, X, XII, 
and XIII with well-documented records of defending pro-Communist individuals 
and objectives, and attacking anti-Communist forces and individuals, have con- 
formed to their established patterns by vigorous defense of the Court’s pro- 
Communist decisions. 

(h) No pressure pattern of the Communist global conquest is more familiar 
than that of well-placed Communist and pro-Communist advisors to free govern- 
ment policymakers and agencies having paralytic potentials.® 

Revealing, then, but not surprising is the Court’s acknowledgment of the in- 
fluence of a notorious Swedish Communist, Gunnar Myrdal, as an “author- 
ity” in its May 17, 1954, segregation decision in Brown v. Board of Education 
(347 U. S. 348), which has triggered racial conflicts in the United States like 
those envisioned by Stalin in his “American Black Belt” program of Negro 
domination.” 

As a conscious and effective instrument of the Communist global conquest, less 
subtle than Krishna Mennon of India but more able than Ludwig Rajchman 
of Poland, this same Gunnar Myrdal is so important to Moscow that the Soviet 
made his appointment as executive secretary to the United States Nations Eco- 
nomic Mission for Europe a condition of Kremlin participation.” 


5“Use the courts, use the judges, use the constitution of the country * * *” (Con- 
gressional Record, 85/1, No. 102, p. 4644). 

® Speech before the Ohio State Bar Association, May 17, 1957. President Eisenhower 
had stated the same premise in other verbiage in his Governors Conference speech at 
Seattle in 1953. 

7 See Byrnes, supra, and Jones, Congressional Record No. 103.25, pp. A1033—1035. 

8 Congressional Record, 85/1, No. 103.26, p. 1897 (Stennis). 

® Documented examples are given in the equation found in the following section (XIII). 
Others included Harry Dexter White to Secretary Morgenthau in the financial debacle of 
China; Lauchlin Currie, White House secretary and later economic adviser to Colombia 
now coming under area VIII pressures from Moscow. See IPR hearings, Morgenthau 
papers, and other publications of: Senate Judiciary Subcommittee on Internal Security. 

1% The “Black Belt” plan which emanated from the Sixth World Congress contemplated 
confiscation of all white property, seizure of all government agencies in the Southern 
States, and merger of the States into a Negro Soviet. See The Communist, February 1931, 
pp. sheet W. Z. Foster, The Negro People in American History, H. Rept. 2244, 
pp. 265— 4 

™ Gunnar Myrdal, expelled from office as Swedish Trade Minister for double-dealing with 
Moscow, is the author of An American Dilemma, to which the Supreme Court referred in 
footnote 11 of its segregation decision, along with other modern authorities, “quite a few 
of whom were on Federal subversive lists’ (Cong. Rec., p. A4074). 
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XIII. QUESTION THREE 


Question. Do pronouncements of the United States Supreme Court reflect 
awareness.of the nature, record, and techniques of the Communist global 
conquest ? 

Answer. Negative. 

Any other answer would carry the implication of conscious treason by the 
Court. Hence the assumption established in section II of this study must be 
maintained, regardless. 

In making the choice between treason and ignorance, it must be noted that the 
only factor more massive than the apparent ignorance of the Court is the over- 
whelming mass of evidential information re the Communist global conquest and 
its threat to American survival adduced over the years by official agencies of the 
other two branches of the United States Government. 

Among the imponderables involved in the preassumed answer to this question 
is a doccumented variation of a familiar pressure pattern equation of the 
Sommunist global conquest which in this instance reads : 


USSC Chiang Yalta 
ye 6. 2: Baas 
VII-J VI VII-E 


And the equation could be continued indefinitely to cover, in detail, the pattern 
of the Communist global conquest. 

There is no such thing as coincidence in the patterns of the Communist global 
conquest—except such coincidence of pattern with pattern. 

If rational processes can reconcile the stature, dignity, and constitutionally 
assumed ominiscient responsibility of the Court with the evident ignorance, 
flagrant misconception, and almost incredible unawareness reflected by its pro- 
Communist pattern beginning with the 1954 decision on Brown v. Board of Educa- 
tion, then only one conclusion remains to Congress. 

That incredible unawareness constitutes the most cogent reason for enact- 
ment of Senate bill 2646, which would remove the appellate jurisdiction of the 
Court from areas in which it has disqualified itself—areas where the survival 
of the United States is imperiled. 


Myrdal: 











XIV. QUESTION Four 


Question. Do recent decisions of the Supreme Court follow preestablished 
Communist lines and contentions? 

Answer. Affirmative. 

More than 10 years ago Alger Hiss, Lee Pressman, John Abt, and other identi- 
fied Communist and pro-Communist pressure technicians of the Communist 
global conquest in American area VII filed briefs with the Supreme Court as 
amici curiae in Shelley v. Kraemer (334 U. 8S. 1, 68 Sup. Ct. 836; 92 L. ed. 1161, 
3 A. L. R. 2d 441)” 

The Court’s decision, May 3, 1948, followed their views. 

Those views reflected Communist agitation and pressure lines concerned with 
the American Negro which were embodied in Stalin’s “Black Belt” program of 
1928 and since that time maintained as Communist Party lines. 

In that decision the Court usurped the power to amend the Constitution and to 
make law relating to matters reserved to the States. 

How far official Communist contentions designed to paralyze anti-Communist 
efforts of the American legislative and executive branches predated Supreme 
Jourt decisions which have effected that paralysis may be noted in hearings 
of Senate and House committees from the days of the Dies committee down to 
the Watkins decision. 

In this connection the testimony of the same John Abt before the Senate 
Judiciary Subcommittee on Internal Security, May 26, 1953, is as interesting as 
the Daily Worker files on long-standing Communist contentions, now sustained 
by the Court.* 


“Later two members of the Supreme Court appeared as amici Hiss in his first trial for 
perjury on a question of his role as pressure technician for Moscow (Cong. Rec., 85/1, 
No. 103.89, p. A4048). 

18 Interlocking Subversion in Government Departments, pt. 10, pp. 640—655, in which Abt 


challenged committee procedures; repeatedly took refuge in the fifth amendment on 
Communist role. 
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XV. QuéstTION FIvE 


Question. Have recent decisions of the Supreme Court assumed a pattern of 
aid and comfort to the enemy? 


Answer. Affirmative. 

(a) “Affirmative” is an understatement. “Cumulatively’” would be more pre- 
cise and still be an understatement. The Court’s decisions have done more for 
enemy forces and objectives than might have been accomplished by any other 
agency or form of paralysis, short of the actual overthrow of the American 
Government.“ 

(b) Even before the Jencks and Watkins decisions, hysterically hailed by 
Communist press and leaders, the Georgia Legislature in formal resolution 
(H. R. 174—-554d) : 

1. Identified the Communist global enemy ; 

2. Recognized the factual state of war; 

3. Charged aid and comfort to the enemy by individual members of the 
Court in 13 specifications ; 


4. Demanded impeachment proceedings be instituted and prosecuted by 
the Congress. 
(c) Comparison of the first 10 objectives of the Communist global conquest 
within American area VII," and the pro-Communist decisions of the Court 
completes the answer.” 


XVI. QuEsTION Six 


Question. What is the practical effect of the Court’s pattern of decision on 
the American will to resist ? 


Answer. Doubtful. 

(a) No complete answer is possible until S. 2646 is enacted into law—or is 
emasculated or defeated by the same enemy pressure patterns which have 
paralyzed the anti-Communist agencies of the United States Government and 
the individual States. 

(b) Our W’R charts maintained on a basis of 39 fixed factors over the past 
15 years have relative value only. In some cases they do not reflect the effects 
of an enemy victory until long after the fact, as in the case of the Suez pressure 
coup of 1956, and the Little Rock invasion of 1957, only recently recognized 
by the public for what they were. 

It is worth noting, however, that the downward W’R trends reflective of 
pro-Communist Supreme Court decisions have consistently followed each major 
victory for the Communist global conquest in the United States Supreme Court. 

(c) Final evaluation will depend on developments in pressure areas IV and 
X, as well as area VII-E, with reference to hearings, report, debate and vote 
on, and challenge to Senate bill 2646. Groundwork for a pressure operation 
against the measure already has been noted by our monitors in area IV: TV, 
radio, press. 

Our projections indicate intensive activity by Communist and pro-Communist 
pressure groups at local levels and some pressured effort to minimize hearings 
and related matters in general news coverage. 


XVII. ConcLusIONS 


1. In the paralytic effect of its pro-Communist decisions, on State and Federal 
agencies of internal security, the United States Supreme Court is the most 
powerful, and potentially determinative, instrument of the Communist global 
conquest by paralysis. 

2. Patterns of pressure related to its decisions, and the behavior of the Court, 
coincide with, and repeat, in minor variations, documented, globally successful 
pressure patterns of paralysis as a principle of warfare, essential element of 
the Communist global conquest. 

3. What Thomas Jefferson characterized as “the noiseless and therefore un- 
alarming instrumentality of the Supreme Court” fits the Communist global con- 


quest pattern of “destruction of the enemy will to resist in advance of per- 
ceptible hostilities.” 





4 See Treason’s Biggest Victory, editorial by David Lawrence in U. S. News & World 
Report, June 28, 1957. 


% See sec. X of this study. 
16 See dissents by Justice Clark in Jencks and Watkins decisions. 
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As Jefferson wrote, prophetically, in his 1821 Autobiography: 

“They are then, in fact, the corps of sappers and miners, steadily working 
to undermine the independent rights of the States and to consolidate all power 
in the hands of the Government in which they have such an important freehold.” 

4. Since Lenin’s Blueprint, enemy strategists have recognized (a) that total 
world conquest is impossible without the destruction of the American Govern- 
ment and that (b) paralysis of State governments, by whatever means, is essen- 
tial to disintegration of the Federal Government. 

5. In denying individual States the right of self-protection against subversion, 
the Court has, in effect, attempted to nullify nature's first law—survival. 

6. By its own documentary admission the Court has been influenced by no- 
torious Communists and pro-Communists. 

7. The Court has abandoned stare decisis. It has abandoned the fundamental 
concept of Roman, Anglo-Saxon, and American jurisprudence defined by Cicero 
as: “Leges omnium salutem singulorum, saluti anteponunt (The laws place 
the safety of all before the safety of individuals) .” ” 

8. In general the pressure pattern exerted through the Supreme Court coin- 
cides with documented and familiar and wholly successful pressure patterns 
and techniques of the Communist global conquest since the activitation of 
paralysis as a principle of warfare, in that the Court— 

(a) Paralyzes anti-Communist forces. 

(b) Encourages dissension and public disorder arising out of racial conflict, 
with consequent loss of American global prestige. 

(c) Rehabilitates convicted Communist pressure technicians and approves 
discredited Communist organizations and techniques. 

(d) Discredits congressional investigation committees dangerous to Com- 
munist aims. 

(e) Sanctions, a priori, concerted Communist attack on the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation and Director J. Edgar Hoover.” 

(f) Promotes a climate of opinion against the exposure and investigation of 
subversion. 

(g) In so doing, in whatever degree of ignorance, gives aid and comfort to 
the enemy. 

(h) Persists in its furtherance of the Communist global conquest despite 
congressional, public, and professional protests. 

(i) Is supported in its course by the same voices and forces which have estab- 
lished patterns of pro-Communist agitation and support since the Scottsboro 
and Rosenberg cases. 

(j) Follows the Manuilsky tactic: “The bourgeoisie will have to be put to 
sleep. 91 

9. There is no such thing as coincidence in the Communist global conquest 
except the coincidence of pattern on pattern and technique on technique. In 
1945 Communists and pro-Communist writers, speakers, and pressure techni- 
cians were telling the people of the United States that the Chinese Reds were 
“harmless agrarian reformers.” Now the Supreme Court is telling the people 
of America, with special reference to its decision in Connally et al. v. U. S., 
that the so-called Communist Party is a harmless political organization, although 
it designs the overthrow of the United States Government. 

10. In view of— 

(a) Its resistance to, and apparent ignorance of, the massive, officially 
documented volume of proof on the Communist global conquest, and opera- 
tions, techniques, and self-proclaimed Communist designs against the United 
States; and 

(b) Its persistence in aid and comfort to the enemy, the United States 
Supreme Court has disqualified itself for appellate jurisdiction in all areas 
concerned with American security and American survival. 


17 De Finibus, book 3, p. 19. 
% See literature of a Civil Liberties Committee, You and FBI, and Abolition 
Campaign. September 19 
19 Speech at the Lenin School of Political Warfare, 1931. 
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ANNEX B 
REFERENCES: GENERAL 
(No classified matter included) 


MILITARY AUTHORITIES 


Vom Kriege, Karl Von Clausewitz. Vier Salten Verlag, Berlin. 
Karl Von Clausewitz on War, Jolles translation: Combat Forces. 
Kriege und Siege, Helmuth Von Moltke. 

Principles of War, Ferdinand Foch. 

Vom Zarenadler zur roten Fahne, O. N. Krasnow. 

Totale Kriege, Ludendorff. ~ 

The Evolution of War, Maurice R. Davies. 

Principles of War, Von Clausewitz. Military Service Publishing Co. 
Precis de l’Art de la Guerre, Antoine Henri Jomini. 

The Art of War, Sun Tzu Wu; commentaries by Tsao Tsao. 

The Nature of Conflict, ACM Sir Charles Medhurst. 

Study of War, Prof, Quincy Wright. 

Soviet Total War, House Document 227, 85th Congress, Ist session (2 parts). 
Sociology and Psychology of Communism, Monnerot, 1953. 


COMMUNIST AUTHORITIES 


Lenin : Works, Russian edition ; Collected Works. 

Stalin: Problems of Leninism; Speech on War, Moscow, February 9, 1946. 

Dimitrov, Georgi: Speeches, Seventh World Congress, Comintern, August 2 and 
20, 1935. 

Togliatti: Speech at the Seventh World Congress, Comintern, Moscow, 1935. 

Manuilsky, Dimitry Z.: Speech, Lenin School of Political Warfare, 1931. 

Bera, Laventri P.: Speech on psychopolitics at Lenin University (Congressional 
Record, 85th Cong., 1st sess., No. 102, p. 4644). 

Molotov, V. M.: Collected Papers; Memorandum on the Press, 1931 (S. Rept. 
2050, p. 31). 

Simonov, Konstantine: Litraturnaya Gazeta, November 23, 1946. 


OFFICIAL FREE WORLD DOCUMENTATION 


Proceedings, reports, and publications of Australian, British, and Canadian 
Royal Commissions on Espionage and Subversion, with special reference to the 
testimony of Col. Viadimir Mikhailovich Petrov and Igor Gouzenko of MVD. 

House Un-American Activities Committee: H. R. 2240, H. R. 2241, H. R. 2244, 
May 29, 1956, pages 258, 259-261, 265-276. 

United States Senate Cemmittees and Subcommittees on Armed Services, 
Foreign Relations, Internal Security: Investigations. 


PUBLICATIONS AND PERIODICALS (PARTIAL) 


Files, 1943-58: Pravda, Izvestia, Litraturnaya Gazeta, Daily Worker, New 
York Times LCE, Washington Post ; Political Affairs, Inprecorr, The Communist, 
U. S. News & World Report. 
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